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2 . 

3frT OTfer I^PT# A ^ ^ 

wr TR ^^TT tof WRT 3T^f^reT t 3lk ^ JTM ^ 

3n^TR TY |Y[ ‘TO ^ ^ vjifd I |r 1% ^ ^ ^c<r> ^ Pl'<d'< eFTK[ cItT cnl^ 

3frt%c2T ^ t cfl pnf^r^ ^ tiw? ^ # ^itrt ^ cift f^rorf^ ^ f i vj^^tro 
5MTO ^ 1^ ■jft ^ Rdejcg ^ 3Tf^ cf^ TPft^ c[^ 

^N^ijchdl ^ cIR^ CIT^ f^ITTOcTO? ^^JTOT ^ 3TON tR f^^rTTOT^ WlP\ 

^ ^ TOTOt^ c2r^ ^ ^ ^ TO TFifr^ TOdT t ^ TO^ c^ 

Pt^TT^OT ^ ^ d^lldR W^ 3?Tg?TO t, ^ TOtRt 3TTOT MRdRd 

ST^rai ^ TO WT^ eft W ^ T?^ 3Tai^ ^3TO?t ^ ^ Tn-TTTOT t I 


TOTO c^ 3F3TO Tm ^ 1^ 1^4dd? OT^ltcT 4o ^ ^ TO ^ feif^rfe, 
w^it ^ ^ to^tM ^ qRcif^d 4 TOF£iRr Ti^m 3?RtTr 

^ ^3rR;T 3j^e]f ^ I 

3. w^m ^ mm 

3TltTO ^ tot Pm % Pr> TO^ sfR M efft ilRR^Rt^T TOT^ qR clic I d # TI^ f 
Rr^ tom TOrMt v3Mi 41 ^ TORT ^TO?TO t I RraldTO ^ 3TO TOdt c^ TO9T- 

TTT2T TO TOT fcJTO t 1cf> TOd TOd^t Rtdfe d^Hd ddd?) TOTTTO cTTTO ^ 3fR 
TOTR ^ TOd^ d^tro TOId^ 3Tf£tdj t sfR TOcitd dTTOY ^ dT^ TO TOd 

^ I dT dTdT fcfRT TOT '§’ '^J^t'ftd TTd ^ RTdtfeRT dT^oft d^ Mg-ci d^^d dTR 
A ^ TOftd d5t dW ^ 3TRtTO t 3fR TO^ dW TOt^ toM d^ || t I 3TTfefT 
TO TO 'ift TOT t Rt ;it 4t # 3ft c^tdd 3T2Ttd TOcftd TOTK ^ d^ d?t 3TRtdTO Rd>t 
d^tdd, ^ ^ # 3ft ^ RtdtRd TOTT %, dft 2003 TMtRfd dRc^ dTO TO RdT 

TOT t 3 tR ^jMtd Tfd ^ 3TTdTcft TOdfd^^^itit^oft d^ ^ StRfTO t RrT^ 
ddTOTOTO dR d^tro TO Rd^ ' d?t ^ddl (Helcf! # I 3Td: 3fFfe|T TO dIdT f ^Y^ftd TRT 
^ dft^ dTdd d# Y?T t 3ftY dft ^?jMd Tld ^ ^ dT^ 3TTdTdi c^ ddM d^ 

df ^ ^ t I 

4. ^^3ncT 

^■RcjfSd dRf^TteRff TO dR^ ^ 3fT^dd> TO '3TOTO dRif d^ RiTOTORTO 

■gddT ^ dtdTO Rr*J ^3dTd d^t TEfftdfT dRdT TO^ ^ ufFt c^ ddM Rll^t^ Mlftjch!^ “OTfldd 
RtTO 23 ^ TTT2T dfed "^Rd? (^T^dd) 3rf^Rrdd 1995 d^t TOT 9TO (S) ^ dTddTd ^ 

^ 3FJTO TfMeid df^dfM ^ d^dTOTOd^eft d^ d5TOf^ dRdT f I 
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• 23 ai-IcKl, 2003 ^ aifil^gtHT ^0 65/1/2001-^i)vif)Tft gRT 3Tfstofe 

^ ^ ^?IT CRT p| 4 c| ol<R< JtlRrgJT?! Vci-TfilVI Prrpft c^ 3 T 5 ^ WET 3 TT^ cR^ f 

^ m ^«TT ^ T 3 tT ^ TjMtT viff^ 3 fk f^rn^? c^ JJH ^ STSW ^ ^ 

^ arraraf tr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ t, ^ aisrar Tif^Scr 

3 mm vj^cf^] ^hxi^Ri cf>t ^mR^TT 11 

5. 

^ mrf^rer fciftn t ^ ^ 

tm 3 #I^^h 3tk 3?Tt ^ ^ ^ 3?^^ ^ ar^zn^ 29 # ^ ^o 

293621 00 ^ 3TcT^ 3nm t I cTaTTf^T ^ mfWTr ^cR? ^ ^ ^ ^ 

m?" ^ ^ t I 


mHT 3TTTOTm t ^arr w mT% 3mm cfRcicSn m^ 3 mm ^ ^ ^ 

vjii'<) ^ 3mm vj'^icj?] ^ cf5t ^tmmrr t i 

(i) 23 v5FR^, 2003 ^ sTf^pgrrm mo 65/1/2001 -^ 4) ^ 

miRfm #Tt I 

(ii) ^ ^ jmtvsrmaf 3m1^ 1 3ife, 2003 ^ 31 2004 t 1 marTf^r 

Rl^cl^u] 3Tcrf^, mt 2000-01 ^ 2003-04 ^ ^ ^P>ft I 

(iii) ^ ^ ^ ^ vif i f^^i rrm Rimg^ 11 

(iv) mq^mr Rrmnq^ ^ Rrmr 6. 1. a, 9, 10, 11, is, 17, la, 19 maq 20 i> qimiH, 
3{]q^cr) qRqM mticf ^ m%TT mr ^ #r I 


6.1 ^trt tm 

M ^ RraWr, mmr ^ 1^ ^cnmmt c^ mmq % mq^ qra ^ 
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5m ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ srcpm :- 

f^{f^5TTl^m^ 

■cnf?tm fcTaFT 
^ 10011 

3T^ cf^ 1%a^ xf^TcFTR ^ vm ^ 'jfta? 

3m ^ ^ wm t i Rife iTifeRt ^ fefta Rfer 

^ fet nsrw ^ wa? jnga fer war ai^rfe t. fe ^ ^ 

atfr 1%a^ ^ Mot afeM ^ ^ i 


6.2 aaa-^fRn 


^ ^ ^ ^qmr aarr ^ IcRft ^ f^rfe ^r 

fe x]Ti%iT ^ xiq^cKi 3afeRt ^ ^ aiRRjrpn ^ ^ arte ^ aicfla 

(40) fe c^ ^^ftcR ^ ^ I afe Rrate aaa-fe ^fte ^^crt ^rra Mt t, armr 
3T^ 5rpa ^ t ^ Rfe ^afeRt aq^aa Rianicic?! c^ ^rjaR aqarsa aaat ^ stt^r 
3 M vm mRuih ^ f I 


6.3 ^ijvjiPta? H)l^d ^ ft^OT 

Rraq 6(7) ^ 3 T 2 aR 1^t qr^ aa ar^afte q>!^d aa RRtOT aaxff t 
RrRt 3t^ 1%aii^ qilM w^ 5rfga M aT;^ ar^ i> 3Tfete am te q^r f i aR- 

qr^t anrorq^ aa aa?t t a vjRid aaa ^ araarr aqa^ 

qfi aaf) t araa ata ^f ate^ aa t aiaia R^r^ft 'jR aq # arg^ t at 

qiRqM, ate qra aqaa ^ aqgrq qq ate Rm^ a7 aa^ f aa aaaq 

• cRr qsitRia RmMr a? aa^ t i 


teq» ^fe qrfqqnrt 



[HTnr— 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 30th August, 2004 

INITIATION 
(MID-TERM REVIEW) 


Subject: Initiation of Mid-term Review of anti-dumping duty imposed on imports of Vitamin A 
PalmItate originating in or exported from the EU, Georgia and Singapore. 


No. 15/12/2004-DGAD-«-WHEREAS having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment affel 
Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination'^f 
Injury) Rules, 1995 (herein after referred to as the Rules), vide Notification Number 
65/1/2001-DGAD dated 23"* January 2003, the Designated Authority (herein after 
referred to as the Authority) notified its final findings recommending definitive 
antidumping duty on import of Vitamin A Palmitate (hereinafter referred, to as 
subject goods) originating in or exported from the European Union, Georgia and 
Singapore (hereinafter referred to as subject countries). 


AND WHEREAS definitive antidumping duty was imposed on the subject goods 
vide Customs Notification No. 40/2003-Customs dated 7**^ March 2003. 


2. Request for Review 


WHEREAS the Rules require the Authority to review from time to time the 
need for continued imposition of Anti Dumping Duty and if it is satisfied, on the basis 
of posifive information received by it that there is no justification for continued 
imposition of such duty, the authority may recommend to the central government for 
Its withdrawal. Notwithstanding the above provision the authority Is required to 
review, on the basis of positive information submitted by any interested party 
substantiating the need for a review, provided that a reasonable period of time has 
elapsed since the Imposition of the definitive antidumping duty, whether continued 
imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury woulcf be 
likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both'. 
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In terms of the above provision one of the exporters from the European 
Union i.e. M/s BASF Limited, Germany has filed a request, through the European 
Commission, for a changed circumstances mid-term review of the antidumpinq duty 
in force, 

3. Grounds for Review 


The applicant claims that the conditions of both, dumping and Injury have 
changed substantially requiring a review of the antidumping measure in force. The 
exporter has inter alia claimed that their export price to India is much above their 
cost of production, as well as their selling price in the domestic market and 
therefore, there is no dumping of the subject goods in the Indian market. It has also 
been claimed that the landed price of the goods.exported from the European Union 
IS above the selling price of the domestic industry in India and there is no price 
undercutting. The applicant also claims that the DPCO price i.e., the maximum 

subject goods in the Indian market as determined by 
DPCO has been revised downwards since 2003 and the landed value of the imports 
from the European Union is above the DPCO prices, indicating negative price 
underselling. Therefore, the applicant claims that no dumping is taking place from 
e European Union and the domestic industry is not suffering any injury on account 
of the imports from the European Union. 

4. Initiation 


Having regards to the positive information provided by the applicant 
indicating changed circumstances necessitating a review of the measure in force 
the Designated Authority now considers that a mid-term review of the Anti Dumping 
Duty IS appropriate in view of the changed circumstances, in terms of the provision 
of Section 9A (5) of Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 read with Rule 23 supra. 


findings notified vide Notification 
No.65/1/2001-pGAD dated 23 January 2003, the Authority hereby initiates the 
investigations in terms of the Rules, to review whether continued imposition of the 
duty on imports of Vitamin A Palmitate originating in or exported from the European 

Singapore, is necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury 
would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. 

5. Product under Consideration 


The product involved in the original investigation and the current review is Vitamin A 
Pairnitate falling under heading No. 293621.00 in Chapter 29 of the First Schedule 
to the said Customs Tariff Act and ITC HS Classification. This classification 
however, is indicative only and in no way binding on the scope of the present 
investigation. f 
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6. Procedure 

The investigation will determine whether continued imposition of the duty is 
necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury is likely to continue or recur if the 
duty were removed or varied, or both. 

The review will cover all aspects of Notification No.65/1/2001-DGAD 
dated 23"^ January 2003 

The period of investigation for the purpose of this review will be 1®* 
April 2003 to 31 March 2004. However, injury analysis shall cover the 
years from 2000-01 to 2003-04. 

The countries involved In this investigation are the European Union, 
Georgia and Singapore. 

The provisions of Rule? 6,7.8.9,10.11.16,17,18,19 and 20 of the Rule 
supra shall be mutatis mutandis applicable in this review. 

6.1 Submission of Information: 

The exporters in subject countries, their governments through their 
embassies in India, the importers and users in India known to be concerned and the 
domestic industry are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in 
the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the: 

The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 

Ministry of Commerce and Industry 

Department of Commerce 

Udyog Bhavan 

New Delhi-110011. 

Fax; 91-11-23014418 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 
Any party making confidential submissions before the Authority is required to file a 
non-confidential version of the same, for placing the same in the public folder for 
inspection by all other interested parties to the investigation. 

6.2 Time Limit 

Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing 
should be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned 
above not later than forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication of this review 
notification. If no information is received within the prescribed time limit or the 
infprmation received is incornplete, the Designated Authority may record its findings 
on the basis of the facts available on record In accordance with the Rules supra. 


(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 
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6.3 Inspection of Public File: 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file 
containing non-confidential version of the submissions made by other interested 
parties before the Authority. In case an interested party refuses access to, or 
otherwise does not provide necessary information within a reasonable period, or 
significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the 
basis of the facts available to it and make such recommendations to the Central 
Government as deemed fit. 


ABHIJIT SENGUPTA, Designated Authority 


Primed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press. Ring Rood. Mayapuri, New Delhi-! 10064 
and Published by tiic Controller o1' Publications. Delhi-110054. 








